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General Michael V. Hayden, USAF
Director, Central Intelligence Agency
Room 6E2914, ORB
Washington, D.C. 20505

Dear General Hayden:

As this is the first contact this board has had with you sinqe it was constituted in
February, let me provide a brief introduction. We are an ~visory board created by
Congress (PL 106-567) to represent the public's interest in matters of security
classification and declassification. Five of our nine mem~ers are appointed by the
President; the remaining four, by the party leaders in each] house of Congress.
Biographical data on each of the Board members is proviqed at enclosure 1.

Weare charged to review agency classification and decla$sification policy and programs
and offer recommendations to promote the greatest POS~ ib e access to government

documents, consistent with protecting the nation's securit .The Public Interest

Declassification Board Fact Sheet is provided at enclos 2.

On February 21,2006, the New York Times published a st~ry about a long-running effort
by several departments and agencies that removed thous~ds of previously declassified
documents, many of which had been available to the PUb~ 'C for years, from the open

shelves of the National Archives in College Park, Mary1 d. The board received

briefings on this program at its first two meetings, and at ur third meeting on May 9,
2006, considered the recent audit conducted by the InfO, ation Security Oversight Office

of the National Archives and Records Administration (IS 0), available at

www.archives.gov. ,.""
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Since 1995, there have been ten unrelated efforts to ident~fy previously declassified
documents that in the agencies' views should not have bl;jen declassified for either
substantive or procedural reasons. As a result, approxim~tely 25,000 documents, the
overwhelming majority of which were at least 25 years old, were withdrawn from public
access. Reviewing a sample of these documents, the ISqO concluded that 24% clearly
failed to meet the standard for classification, and 12% appeared questionable in this:
regard. Indeed, many of the documents withdrawn had already been published elsewhere
by the government, and, in the case of your agency, doc+ents that did not qualify for
classification were deliberately withdrawn to obfuscate ~e withdrawal of documen1:s that
were considered classified. Existing regulations do not a]low for this.

We write to you as head of an agency that removed previ~usly declassified docume:nts
from the Archives to express our concern as well as to ~ your support for the action the
board believes should be taken. I I

Withdrawing previously declassified documents from pu~lic access not only undem1ines
the public's confidence in the classification and declassifipation process generally, but
also creates genuine problems for the historians and rese~ chers who have relied on the
government's earlier declassification, or who wish to che k the research of others that is
based on these documents. Many of these historians or re earchers are probably unclware
the documents they relied upon have been withdrawn. Thbse who do know are left to
wonder whether the removed documents are now conSidci,rd classified, and, if so, what
their responsibilities are. Do they risk prosecution if they hare them with their
colleagues? The government has not said. j

The board finds the rationale for withdrawing these doc~ents suspect. Although
presumably the documents were withdrawn to mitigate d~age to the national secunlty,
by removing them, the government has highlighted that thfY remain of security concern.
Virtually all of these records are at least 25 years old. Ever if they contain sensitive
information, the public would have had no way of knowin~ this. Thus removal may
actually have caused, not prevented, damage to the natio~l security.

The board recommends that the departments and agencies ~nvolved consider whether
simply returning all of the documents to public access would better protect their
respective security interests. If not, the board recommend~ that any document withd]~awn
from public access that does not qualify for continued cla$$ification be returned as soon
as possible to the Archives. I

The board also believes this episode should be the occasiq* for long-tenn improvem(~nts.
!he.ISOO, with the ~?operation of the departments and.ag~ncies invol,:ed, ha.s already
InstItuted a "protocol to govern future wIthdrawals. It IS ~lso developIng a pIlot
"National Declassification Initiative" to more effectively i~tegrate the efforts of
departments and agencies in the declassification area. The Iboard applauds these
initiatives and requests your full cooperation with them, b~ more needs to be done.
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First, senior officials need to recognize the importance 0 declassification efforts and
convey that recognitidn to their employees, especially se involved in declassification.
Preserving our history as a nation is at stake-ensuring th t the record of the govern1nent's
decisions in the national security area is as accurate and omplete as possible. This is
...IImportant not only to the publIc III our democracy, but a~ 0 to the departments and
agencies involved. H~w else will we all be able to under tand, and learn from the
experience of the past? Yet, regrettably, the emphasis t9 ay seems to be on finding
reasons for withholding as much as we can rather than fi ding reasons for releasing as
much as we can.

i

Second, the declasSifitation efforts need far better integr tion and coordination. At
present, departments d agencies are essentially on their own and have set different
priorities and standard for declassification review. TheY; is also no uniform or eff(~ctive
process for identifying and resolving the equities that on~ agency may have in documents
classified by another agency. (This was what prompted t e spate of "re-reviews" of
previously declassified documents over the last ten years. As a result, the
declassification process is inconsistent and inefficient. the end, everyone, including
the departments and agencies involved, would benefit frr embracing, not resistin~~, a
coordinated and coherfnt government-wide approach.

Although the board h~ been in existence but a short tim~ it is clear to us that
fundamental changes 'ctre needed in the way the declassit; ation efforts are structured and
carried out. It will be !mpossible to achieve existing dec~ ssification goals unless the
government changes hfW it does business, likely involvi! g changes in policy and
procedure as well as augmenting the resources (e.g. perso el, technology) applied to

! ;

declassification. As tIie board works to identify solution~ to recommend to the President,
we will be seeking the! advice of you and your staff. ,..""L

In the meantime, we ~ill monitor the actions taken by yqt agency with respect to the
documents that were ithdrawn from the Archives. Ri~ now, the most important thing
that c~n be done to re,s ore the p~blic's co~fidence is to d monstrate that the government
takes Its concerns sen usly and IS addressIng them. I

Sincerely,

,~~~--l L. BRITT SNIDER

Chair

~~norable Stephen J. ~adley, Assistant to the President ~r National Security Affai:rs
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May 25, 2006

The Honorable Porter ~. Goss
Director of Central Intflligence
Room 6E2914, OHB
Washington, D.C. 20~O5

Dear Mr. Goss:

As this is the first con ct this board has had with you sit) e it was constituted in
February, let me provi e a brief introduction. We are an' dvisory board created by
Congress (PL 106-56 ,) to represent the public's interest Ii matters of security
classification and decl sification. Five of our nine me~ ers are appointed by the
President; the remaini g four, by the party leaders in eac house of Congress.
Biographical data on ,ach of the Board members is provt ed at enclosure 1.

Weare charged to rev ~ ew agency classification and deCI. t Sification policy and prog;rams and offer recommend tions to promote the greatest poss~ Ie access to government

documents, consistent with protecting the nation's sec~ .The Public Interest

Declassification Boar Fact Sheet is provided at enclosur 2.

On February 21, 2006t the New York Times published a s ory about a long-running j~ffort
by several department and agencies that removed thous ds of previously declassi:5ed
documents, many of hich had been available to the pu~ ic for years, from the open
shelves of the Nation Archives in College Park, Maryl d. The board received
briefings on this pro at its first two meetings, and at ur third meeting on May 9,
2006, considered the r cent audit conducted by the Info ation Security Oversight Office
otthe National Archi es and Records Administration (1$ 0), available at

www.archives.gov. i l
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fSince 1995, there hav been ten unrelated efforts to ident fy previously declassified
documents that in the gencies' views should not have b~ n declassified for either
substantive.or pro~e~ ra1 reas?ns. As a result, approxi~ tely 25,0°.° documents, file.
overwhelmIng maJon of whIch were at least 25 years d d, were wIthdrawn from publIc
access. Reviewing a sample of these documents, the ISO concluded that 24% clearly
failed to meet the stan ard for classification, and 12% aR eared questionable in thi~:
regard. Indeed, many of the documents withdrawn had ~ eady been published elsewhere
by the government, d, in the case of your agency, doc~ ents that did not qualify for
classification were de iberately withdrawn to obfuscate t e withdrawal of documents that
were considered class"fied. Existing regulations do not ~ low for this.

We write to y~u as he~d of an agency that removed prevtt USIY declassified docum~nts

from the ArchIves to press our concern as well as to a~ your support for the actIon the

board believes should e taken. I

Withdrawing previou~ly declassified documents from pu lic access not only undennines
the public's confidenc~ in the classification and declassi~cation process generally, but
also creates genuine p oblems for the historians and rese rchers who have relied on the
government's earlier eclassification, or who wish to ch~ k the research of others t11at is
based on these docum nts. Many of these historians or ~ searchers are probably unaware
the documents they re ied upon have been withdrawn. ose who do know are left to
wonder whether the roved documents are now consid ed classified, and, if so, what
their responsibilities e. Do they risk prosecution if the share them with their
colleagues? The gove ent has not said.

The board finds the r1 ionale for withdrawing these doc ents suspect. Although

presumably the docu ents were withdrawn to mitigate age to the national security,

by removing them, th government has highlighted that ey remain of security concern.
Virtually all of these r cords are at least 25 years old. Ef n if they contain sensitivl~
information, the publif would have had no way of know~ g this. Thus removal ma:y
actually have caused, not prevented, damage to the natio: al security.

~he board re~omrnen s that the departments ~d agenci~ involved consider ~hethler
sImply returnmg all 0 the documents to publIc access w uld better protect theIr
respective security int rests. If not, the board recomrne s that any document with,drawn
from public access th It does not qualify for continued cl sification be returned as :)oon
as possible to the Arc ives. I

The board also believ s this episode should be the occast n for 10ng-teffi1 improvements.The 1800, with the c operation of the departments and I encies involved, has already

instituted a "protocol" to govern future withdrawals. It i also developing a pilot
"National Declassific tion Initiative" to more effectivel integrate the efforts of
departments and agen ies in the declassification area. T e board applauds these
initiatives and request your full cooperation with them, I ut more needs to be done"
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First, senior officials eed to recognize the importance 0 declassification efforts anld
convey that recogniti n to their employees, especially t se involved in declassificiition.
Preserving our histor as a nation is at stake-ensuring th t the record of the govem1nent's
decisions in the natio al security area is as accurate and omplete as possible. This is
important not only to he public in our democracy, but a 0 to the departments and
agencies involved. H weIse will we all be able to undet tand, and learn from the
experience of. the pa~t. Yet, regrettably, the emphasis t~ a':( seems to be on find~ng:
reasons for wlthholdlqg as much as we can rather than fi dIng reasons for releasIng as
much as we can. II

Second, the declassififation efforts need far better integr tion and coordination. At
present, departments rd agencies are essentially on their own and have set differenlt
priorities and standards for declassification review. Thet is also no uniform or eff(~ctive
process for identifyin and resolving the equities that on~ agency may have in documents
classified by another gency. (This was what prompted t e spate of "re-reviews" of
previously declassifie documents over the last ten year~. As a result, the
declassification proce s is inconsistent and inefficient. the end, everyone, including
the departments and a encies involved, would benefit fr t embracing, not resistin~~, a

coordinated and cohe nt government-wide approach.

Although the board has been in existence but a short tim~ it is clear to us that
fundamental changes are needed in the way the declassi~ ation efforts are structured and
carried out. It will be impossible to achieve existing dec~ ssification goals unless the

government changes~ w it does business, likely involvi' g changes in policy and
procedure as well as a gmenting the resources (e.g. pers~ el, technology) applied to
declassification. As t e board works to identify solution~ to recommend to the President,
we will be seeking the advice of you and your staff. ,...,,1

In the meantime, we ~ill monitor the actions taken by yot r agency with respect to the

documents that were ithdrawn from the Archives. Ri~ now, the most important thing

that can be done to re ore the public's confidence is to 4 monstrate that the government
takes its concerns seri usly and is addressing them. I

Sincerely,

~ RITT SNID~~..iL_-
Chair

r

cc: II ,I

Honorable Stephen J. fIadley, Assistant to the President fprNational Security Affairs
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May 25, 2006

The Honorable Michael Chertoff
Secretary of Homeland Security
Washington, D.C. 20528

Dear Mr. Secretary:

As this is the first contact this board has had with you Sirlf it was constituted in

February, let me provide a brief introduction. Weare an visory board created by

Congress (PL 106-567) to represent the public's interest ~ matters of security
clas~ification and d~c.lassification. Five of our nin~ mem ers are appointed by the
PresIdent; the remaInIng four, by the party leaders In eacq house of Congress.
Biographical data on each of the Board members is provi<;ied at enclosure 1.

Weare charged to review agency classification and deCI~i Sification policy and programs

and offer recommendations to promote the greatest possi Ie access to government

documents, consistent with protecting the nation's securit .The Public Interest
Declassification Board Fact Sheet is provided at enclosur~ 2.

On February 21, 2006" the New York Times published a stpry about a long-running e:ffort
by several departments and agencies that removed thous~ds of previously declassified
documents, many of which had been available to the pub[fc for years, from the open
shelves of the National Archives in College Park, Mary! d. The board received

briefings on this program at its first two meetings, and at! ur third meeting on May 9,

2006, considered the rycent audit conducted by the Info: ation Security Oversight Office
of the National Archiv~s and Records Administration (IS 0), available at

www.archives.gov. ! .11



Since 1995, the~e hav~ been. ten ~elated efforts to ide~ .fy previo~sly declas.sifiecl
documents that ill the lagencies' VIews should not have ~ en declassIfied for eIther
substantive or procedtral reasons. As a result, approxi~ te1y 25,000 documents, the
overwhelming majority of which were at least 25 years ~ d, were withdrawn from public
access. Reviewing ~ amPle of these documents, the IS 0 concluded that 24% clearly
failed to meet the st dard for classification, and 12% a* eared questionable in thi1;
regard. Indeed, many of the documents withdrawn had .ready been published else:where
by the government. !

We write to you as he~d of a department that removed Pt~viOUSIY declassified documents
from the Archives to xpress our concern as well as to a$ your support for the action the

board believes should be taken. :

Withdrawing previou ly declassified documents from p lic access not only undennines
the public's confidenc in the classification and declassi cation process generally, ]:,ut
also creates genuine p oblems for the historians and rese chers who have relied on the
government's earlier eclassification, or who wish to ch k the research of others that is
based on these docum nts. Many of these historians or searchers are probably unaware
the documents they re ied upon have been withdrawn. ose who do know are left to
wonder whether the roved documents are now consid ed classified, and, if so, vvhat
their responsibilities ate. Do they risk prosecution if the share them with their
colleagues? The government has not said.

The board finds the~ra ionale for withdrawing these doc' ents suspect. Although
presumably the doc ents were withdrawn to mitigate ~ age to the national security,
by removing them, th government has highlighted that ey remain of security concern.
Virtually all of these r cords are at least 25 years old. Et n if they contain sensitiv(~
information, the PUbli1 would have had no way ofknow~ g this. Thus removal ma~f
actually have caused, ot prevented, damage to the natio al security.

!

The board recommen$ that the departments and agenciq involved consider whetht~r
simply returning all o~the documents to public access w~ ld better protect their
respective security int~rests. If not, the board recommen' s that any document with<irawn
from public access that does not qualify for continued cI, sification be returned as s:oon
as possible to the Arc~ives.

The board also believ s this episode should be the occas~( n for long-teffil improvements.
The 1800, with the c operation of the departments and ~ encies involved, has already
instituted a "protocol" to govern future withdrawals. It i~ also developing a pilot
"National Declassific ion Initiative" to more effectively ntegrate the efforts of
departments and agen ies in the declassification area. T board applauds these
initiatives and request your full cooperation with them, ut more needs to be done.
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First, senior officials qeed to recognize the importance of declassification efforts and
convey that recognitior to their employees, especially th' se involved in declassification.
Preserving our history' as a nation is at stake-ensuring th~ the record of the governrnent's
decisions in the national security area is as accurate and mplete as possible. This is
important not only to f e public in our democracy, but al to the departments and
agencies involved. H weIse will we all be able to unde tand, and learn from the
experience of the past Yet, regrettably, the emphasis to ay seems to be on finding
reasons for withholdiqg as much as we can rather than fi ding reasons for releasing as
much as we can. II

Second, the declassifi ation efforts need far better integr~ ion and coordination. At
present, departments d agencie,s are essentially on theit own and have set different
priorities and standard for declassification review. The~ is also no uniform or effe:ctive
process for identifyin and resolving the equities that on~ agency may have in docuJments
classified by another ency. (This was what prompted t~ spate of "re-reviews" of
previously declassifie documents over the last ten years~ As a result, the
declassification proce s is inconsistent and inefficient, 1the end, everyone, includilng
the departments and a*encies involved, would benefit fr embracing, not resisting;, a
coordinated and coherpnt government-wide approach.

Although the board has been in existence but a short tim, it is clear to us that
fundamental changes are needed in the way the declassiti, ation efforts are structure,d and
carried out. It will be impossible to achieve existing dect ssification goals unless the

government changes~ w it does business, likely involvi changes in policy and
procedure as well as a gmenting the resources (e.g. pers el, technology) applied to
declassification. As t e board works to identify solution to recommend to the President,
we will be seeking thel advice of you and your staff. "L.I-

In the meantime, we ~ill monitor the actions taken by yq f agency with respect to title

documents that were ithdrawn from the Archives. Rig~ now, the most important thing

that can be done to res ore the public's confidence is to 1 monstrate that the goveffiJment
takes its concerns seri I usly and is addressing them.

Sincerely,

L. BRITT SNIDER
Iii

Chair :

~~norable Stephen J. hadley, Assistant to the President ~r National Security Affai:rs
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May 25, 2006

The Honorable Samue1 W. Boden
Secretary of Energy !
Room 7 A-257

IiForrestal Building I
1 000 ~dependence A tenue, S. W.
WashIngton, D.C. 20~85-1000

Dear Mr. Secretary:

As this is the first cont ct this board has had with you si~ e it was constituted in
February, let me provi e a brief introduction. Weare an dvisory board created by
Congress (PL 106-567 to represent the public's interest matters of security
classification and decl sification. Five of our nine me ers are appointed by the
President; the remaini g four, by the party leaders in eac house of Congress.
Biographical data on e ch of the Board members is proved at enclosure 1.

Weare charged to review agency classification and deC J Sification policy and programs and offer recommend~tions to promote the greatest possi Ie access to government

documents, consistent jwith protecting the nation's securi .The Public Interest

Declassification Boarq Fact Sheet is provided at enclos 2.

On February 21, 2006J the New York Times published a ory about a long-running c~ffort
by several departrnen~~d agencies that. removed thous .ds of previously declassi1tied
documents, many of hlch had been avalJable to the pu I c for years, from the operL
shelves of the Nationa Archives in College Park, Maryl d. The board received
briefings on this progr at its first two meetings, and atl ur third meeting on May 9,
2006, considered the r~cent audit conducted by the Info ation Security Oversight ,Office
of the National Archi\1es and Records Administration (1 0), available at
www.archives.gov. I
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Since 1995, the~e have been. ten u.nrelated efforts to iden~ffy previo~sly declas.sified
documents that ill the agencIes' VIews should not have b~en declassIfied for eIther
substantive or procedural reasons. As a result, approxirrl.tely 25,000 documents, the
overwhelming majority of which were at least 25 years o~d, were withdrawn from plublic
access. Reviewing a sample of these documents, the Isob concluded that 24% clearly
failed to meet the standard for classification, and 12% aPt eared questionable in this

regard. Indeed, many of the documents withdrawn had ~ ready been published else"where

by the government. :

We write to you as head of a department that removed pr~viously declassified docUl'llents
from the Archives to express our concern as well as to ~~ your support for the action the
board believes should be taken. I I

Withdrawing previously declassified documents from put lic access not only undennines

the public's confidence in the classification and declassi:fJi ation process generally, but

also creates genuine problems for the historians and rese chers who have relied on the
government's earlier declassification, or who wish to ch k the research of others that is
based on these documents. Many of these historians or r~searchers are probably unaware
the documents they relied upon have been withdrawn. THose who do know are left to
wonder whether the removed documents are now COnSid<bfed classified, and, if so, what
their responsibilities are. Do they risk prosecution if they share them with their
colleagues? The government has not said. I

The board finds the rationale for withdrawing these doc~ents suspect. Although
presumably the documents were withdrawn to mitigate d~age to the national security,
by removing them, the government has highlighted that tHey remain of security concern.
Virtually all of these records are at least 25 years old. Ev~n if they contain sensitive:
information, the public would have had no wayofknowi g this. Thus removal may
actually have caused, not prevented, damage to the natio~ I security.

The board recommends that the departments and agencie~ involved consider whether
simply returning all of the documents to public access would better protect their
respective security interests. If not, the board recommen~ s that any document withclrawn
from public access that does not qualify for continued cl sification be returned as soon
as possible to the Archives.

The board also believes this episode should be the occasiqn for long-ternl improvements
The 1800, with the cooperation of the departments and ~gencies involved, has alrea,dy
instituted a "protocol" to govern future withdrawals. It is lalso developing a pilot
"National Declassification Initiative" to more effectivelYlt tegrate the efforts of

departments and agencies in the declassification area. ~ board applauds these

initiatives and requests your full cooperation with them, b t more needs to be done.
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First, senior officials need to recognize the importance dJ declassification efforts and
convey that recognition to their employees, especially t~ se involved in declassificiltion.
Preserving our history as a nation is at stake-ensuring t t the record of the govemJnent's
decisions in the national security area is as accurate and I omplete as possible. This is

important not only to the public in our democracy, but al~o to the departments and
agencies involved. How else will we all be able to underftand, and learn from the
experience of the past? Yet, regrettably, the emphasis t04ay seems to be on finding
reasons for withholding as much as we can rather than finding reasons for releasing as
much as we can. ' I

Second, the declassification efforts need far better integr¥ion and coordination. At
present, departments and agencies are essentially on theif~own and have set different

priorities and standards for declassification review. The! is also no unifonn or effective

process for identifying and resolving the equities that one agency may have in docu:ments
classified by another agency. (This was what prompted * spate of "re-reviews" of
previously declassified documents over the last ten yearsl.) As a result, the
declassification process is ~nc~nsistent and inefficient. hJ1rhe end, ~veryone, i~cl~djlng
the departments and agencIes Involved, would benefit fr~ embracIng, not resIstIng, a
coordinated and coherent government-wide approach. i

Although the board has been in existence but a short time) it is clear to us that
fundamental changes are needed in the way the declassiflttion efforts are structured and
carried out. It will be imp?ssible to ~chieve.exist~ng de~' ssification, goal~ unless the
government changes how It does busmess, lIkely mvolvln changes m polIcy and
procedure as well as augmenting the resources (e.g. persQEel, technology) applied to
declassification. As the board works to identify solution' lto recommend to the President,
we will be seeking the advice of you and your staff. "J ,~.

In the meantime, we will monitor the actions taken by your agency with respect to the
documents that were withdrawn from the Archives. Righr now, the most important thing

that can be done to restore the public's confidence is to d, onstrate that the governlnent

takes its concerns seriously and is addressing them. !

Sincerely,

v ~:~..:""( L. BRITT SNillER

Chair

cc:
Honorable Stephen J. llJadley, Assistant to the President j4r National Security Affairs
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--
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L. Britt Snider
EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

J. William Leonard
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Martin C. Faga
Steven Garfinkel
Joan Vail Grimson
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May 25, 2006

The Honorable Michael W. Wynne
Secretary of the Air Force
1670 Air Force Pentagon
Washington, D.C. 20330-1670

Dear Mr. Secretary:

As this is the first contact this board has had with you sin~ it was constituted in
February, let me provide a brief introduction. We are an advisory board created by
Congress (PL 106-567) to represent the public's interest iri !matters of security
classification and declassification. Five of our nine memb~rs are appointed by the
President; the remaining four, by the party leaders in each 4ouse of Congress.
Biographical data on each of the Board members is providdd at enclosure 1.

Weare charged to review agency classification and declassffication policy and programs
and offer recommendations to promote the greatest possib~~ access to government
documents, consistent with protecting the nation's securityi.1 The Public Interest
Declassification Board Fact Sheet is provided at enclosure !~.

On February 21,2006, the New York Times published a st~ about a long-running effort

by several departments and agencies that removed thousan of previously declassified

documents, many of which had been available to the public for years, from the open
'shelves of the National Archives in College Park, Maryland The board received
briefings on this program at its first two meetings, and at O~I third meeting on May 9,

2006, considered the recent audit conducted by the Inform~ .on Security Oversight Office
of the National Archives and Records Administration (ISO ), available at
www.archives.gov. ! I
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The board recommends ~hat the departments and agencies i volved consider whether

simply returning all oft~e documents to public access wo d better protect their
respective security interests. If not, the board recommend that any document withdr;3,Wll
from public access that does not qualify for continued clas .fication be returned as soon
as possible to the ArchiJes. i

The board also believes this episode should be the occasio for long-teffil improvements.
The 1800, with the cooperation of the departments and ag cies involved, has alread:y
instituted a "protocol" tq govern future withdrawals. It is so developing a pilot
"National Declassificati4n Initiative" to more effectivelyi egrate the efforts of
departments and agencie~ in the declassification area. The oard applauds these
initiatives and requests yPur full cooperation with them, b more needs to be done.
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Sincerely,

tlA..-J,4- ~.:If I:JW' v ,

L. BRITT SNillER
Chair

cc:
lrHonorable Stephen J. Hadley, Assistant to the President for ational Security Affairs

Honorable Stephen A. C~bone, Under Secretary of De fen for Intelligence


